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The Supreme Court ordered 
a new lax evasion trial yester- 
day for Fred B. Black Jr., for* 


2 decision, said the best wa> , tVU ] t .j v assumed that principal 

. . t to test whether Black could {r . vatiS It »aki An were \is 

mer busmest associate of r ,. CC j VC 3 Itir trail was tQ mvesUgag* targets wen 




Robert C. f Bobby) Baker &TuT.n5 ^f^Vtle^al 

a victim of admitted FBI cUc level because the bussms « iS 

^The I da ,, D 0 t jar tha* C!lme 1° Usht l0ng aU « documentary ease against 
The Court cl»d nut say tnat jcunficiiim. m*u*k »hat did nut dern-nd on 

Black had been dented a fair j Black had been under den-i ^ nce ohtajnwi -from anv 

trial solely because bis bhera- tcV e of 15 months to four . . _ . . anc , h 


ir:»n -tutvi V ijt-vrtvt-su ill' cuviw letter oi 19 moiIUi'i tu »'Ui c/vivr'i-'* ->nrt nf 

ton Carlton Hotel suite had ycars ; n prison and a S10.000 {( ^ d ^ 5how ,j ]is a , a limited 

. fine. 


1 A rr^rrtor hearing in Federal Dis:rirt 

Black and Baker, former Court hcrc But objected 

Senate majority secretary. 

were business partners in a. Sec BLACK, \S, CoL 1 

1- : 


vending machine venture anti 
codefendants in a civil lawsuit 
that erupted in a national 
scandal in 1963 over Baker's 
outside financial interests. 

Baker, who resigned under 
Ore. also faces trial, scheduled 
Tor Jan. 9, on tax evasion ami 
other charges. Both men have 
hased their defenses largely 
' on counter-charges that the 
, Government engaged in mas* 
sire invasions of their privacy 
and right to counsel. 

The bugging of Black's suite 
came to light last May 24. 
three weeks after the Su- 
preme Court had refused to 
review Black's conviction, in 
an extraordinary' confession 
bv Solicitor General Tliurgnod 
Marshall. 

Marshall volunteered that 
both hefore and after Black 
was indicted in 1963 1BI 
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FRED B. BLACK Xfl. 

new trial ordered 
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to any order setting aortic the! the removal of any doubt as 

, ... . \ ^ * 


to Black receiving a fair trial 
with full consideration being 
given to the new evidence re- 


jury verdict against Black. 

Black's lawyers argued that 

a f3ir trial would never he B 
po sible because there wa> no ported to us by the Solicitor 
way ot making sure that the General.” the Court said in an 

unsigned opinion. 

Justices John 3L Harlan 
and Potter Slewart dissented. 
Not participating m the deci- 
sion were Justice By run R. 
White, who was Deputy At- 
torney General in 1961 anti 
1962. and Justice Abe Fortns. 


monitored information had 
no impact on trial strategy. 
They argued for outright dis- 
missal of the charges, a step 
rarely decreed at the Su- 
preme Court leveL 
The Court set a middle 
course, vacating its earlier de* 


>» . V.^ l'4l lit— * — 

nial of review, setting aside w1m) oncc Baker's lawyer 


the convlcUoti and. 

further argument. 

case hark for a new triaL 
This procedure will **pe: 





Harlan said the majority 
‘puts the cart before the 
in setting aside the 
n •prematurely.'* He 
Marshall had suggested 
‘ rty procedure" for 
the facts stir 
eavesdropping. 





